
February 2/ ,1997
uOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

The Honorable Rachelle Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Commissioner Chong:

I am writing to urge the Federal Communications Commission to hold a public hearing as part of
its review ofthe television industry's ratings system.

The National Association for Family & Community Education and its affiliate, FCE-Illinois State
Association, the Lee County Homemakers Education Association, as well as the Paw Paw
United Methodist Women are grass-roots organizations which have been actively involved in
family issues for the past 60 plus years. We are very concerned that the family issue of the
recently implemented television ratings system does not address the needs ofparents.

The questions generated by the current age-based telvision ratings system deserve a public
hearing. We urge you to hold such a hearing soon on this issue which is so important to families
in America today.

Sincerely,

No. of Copies rec·d:.-_(__
list ABCDE



February J.i, 1997

The Honorable Rachelle Chong
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Commissioner Chong:

OOCKET FILE COpy ORIGiNAl RECEIVED

APR 2 1997
Fed6/lj Commun' .

Office of~mmis8ion

I

I am writing to urge the Federal Communications Commission to hold a public hearing as part of
its review ofthe television industry's ratings system.

The National Association for Family & Community Education and its affiliate, FCE-Illinois State
Association, the Lee County Homemakers Education Association, as well as the Paw Paw
United Methodist Women are grass-roots organizations which have been actively involved in
family issues for the past 60 plus years. We are very concerned that the family issue of the
recently implemented television ratings system does not address the needs of parents.

The questions generated by the current age-based telvision ratings system deserve a public
hearing. We urge you to hold such a hearing soon on this issue which is so important to families
in America today.

Sincerely,

No. of Copies rec'd'-_'__
list ABCDE



NEW JERSEY PTA Marcb 13, 1997

Cbainnao ReedHundt and FCC CQD)Dliasion
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear Cbainnan Hundt and Commission:
DJCt<ET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

RE: CS Doeket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

National PTA, the New Jersey PTA and 88 a member ofthe
--"::~~LJ~lli~~~~1!L __ to wice my oppositioo to the v-cbi.p rating system.
88 presented by Jack V . chair of the TV Rating Implementation Oroul>, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The ratins symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient caatent information so that
parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming puent ptefereoce for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content ofprogm.ma wb.ele conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the :Media Studies Ctr./Roper. Parents do not
want the TV Industry to interpret what i" best for their children. PaIeDts want to make those
choices themselves based on aJIItem infonnaiion about the progmm. Any mUng system without
CGIIt.t descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that caay TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the iDdustIYs rating system has met
statutoly IeqUiIementa oftbe Telecommunications Act of1996. I do IIOt believe CbiJ system does
sa aDd ask dlat die FCC not apprave die industry ratiq system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under no dramutances shouIcl the FCC approve the iDdustry's ntiq system.
Furtber, the FCC should accept no ratblg system that does DOt inducle mntmt information
about pJ"Oll'l'ms such as Y for Violenee, S tor Sexuldepiction ad nudity and L for
LaaauaIe;

That the FCC require a V-chip bmd broad eJUIIIIb that would allow parents to
receive more tIwl ODe ratiD& system. Fw1her, that the ratblg lam... the TV sereen. be
macle larger, more prominently pbu:ed on the screen. and appear more frequently during
tile course ofa program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC JDld that it ittdude
panaiL Fw1her, that lilly rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independall.
researdl to determine ifit meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you tOr this opportunity to commeni on an issue so important to children and
fiunilies.

S~~'~rko ~_~ _

________<e__w..--.LQ4~4 ~
( A 1" /11 f) (lULl A) T O1!J.bs

----------oI90rmOI"\!BmetI'll':Ke!"l'lle!ft"ly'"'ll:AT,lvem'nul'l'l!e~· ""1,)J~~n,~Y(Jg6 18 ; )& I
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471 ,\10. of Copies rec'd

USf ABCDE '----



NEW JERSEY PTA Mareb 13. 1997

Cbainnan Reed Hundt aDd FCC Comnrisaion
c/o Federal Comtmmirations Commission
1919 M St. NW, Rm. 222
Wash. D.C. 20554

Dear ChaUman Huodt and Commission:
DOCKET FilE COpy ORIGINAl

HE: CS DocIret No. 97-SSt FCC 97-34

,;,1, of Copies rec'd (
List ABCOE ---

I am writing on behalfoftile Natiooal PTA, the New Jeney PTA aDd as a member oftbe
~ Eh.~ FTft_ to voice my opposition to the v-cbip rating system
_ bY Jack Valeuti, chair ofihe TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient CGDteIIt information so that
pmenta can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming panmt preference for a rating system
that gives parents information about the content ofprogmms where conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. NEWS and WORLD REPORT, and the ~!edia Studies Ctr.JRoper. Patents do not
WBDt the TV Industry to interpnt what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on aJIlteIU information about the program. Any rating system wiihout
C*IteDt deecriptiODS on the screen and publicized in periodicals that cany TV scheduling is
useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the indumy's rating system bas met
statutoIy IeqUirements ofthe TeJeoornnu.micatiODs Act of 1996. I do DOt believe this system does
so aDd ask daat die FCC DOt apprave die industry ratiDa system. Instead, I request the
following:

That under.. dramutaJH:es should the FCC appnve the iIldustry's ratiD& system.
Fur1IIer, die FCC sbauld accept DO ratlal system tbat does lICIt hIdude qmtmt illformatlan
aboat programs such al Y. for Violence, Sfor SeDal depicticm and nudity and L for
LMpqe;

That the FCC require a V~ band broad en«IIIP tbat would allaw parents to
receive more dum. one ntblg system. :Further, that die raUnc laD OIl the TV Knell be
made larger, mon pl'OllliDen.tly placecl OIl the sereen. and appear mon frequently d.uriag
the course ofa program;

That the raUne; board be independent orthe industry and the FCC .nd that it include
parents. Fw1her, that lilly rating sys&em .ppnwed by die FCC be evaluated. by independent
research to determine if it moots the needs of parents.

Thank you tOr this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

Siooerely,_~.~
-J

_____________.~...&llIfI'JI1dwtlld~:m-..t....,..;...£~d~qBe£da~

_____~f.,.....Ilv-mY'II'T",Smlu.
m
' -4-Q.~t,-~?{ . .'-~ cliK-helc;{ fN~ c}7" ;;fTlt

900 SeMley Avenue . 1remon,1<rew Jersey 08618
609- 393-6709 Fax 609- 393-8471



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Federal Communications Commission

1919 M Street N.W:, Room 222 tmlTfUCOPYOIIIw..
Washington, DC 20554

RECEIVED

APR 2 1997,

I

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Fedell/ Communlcatfons Commission
Office of 8ecndaJy

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the .\".1'1. . ·)"jl (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip clting s stem as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sin.c..t:.ely, (0n .
l ?L(,lC
Your Name
Town, State

f\ .J--,._k i~>,­

&*F-!~~'(
/r'(J 7

J
\
I

No. of Copies rec'd. {_
ListABCDE



March 10, 1997

RECEIVED

APR 21997
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners Federal Communications Commission
c/o Federal Communications Commission DOCKET FILE COpy OD~rlJ A' Office of S8Cl'8taJy
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222 . flNUW.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system \\ithout content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~~~ {
No. of Copies rec'd, _
ListABCDE



March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

ReCEIVED

APR 2Jm
Fedelll CommuniCltio

. Office of ns Comminion
OOCKET FH.E COpy ORIGINAL 8ecrwraIy

I

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
R.eport, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system "ithout content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for Yiolence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

I

Sincerely,

~ ~~o-l----
No. of Copies rec'd
List ABCDE ------



March 10, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE:CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

REceIVED

APR 2.,
Fedelll Communications Commillio

Office of S8CIIfary n

ooa<ET FIlE COPY oRIGM

I

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Denton Avenue PTA to voice my
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information sot hat parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World
R.eport, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
information about the program. Any rating system \\ithout content descriptions on the screen
and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to demonstrate whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for \iolence), S (for special depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec1d.__f__
ListABCOE



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC CommistWlMttff(JllUl.
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

ECOI10nl-\'
Elementary

PTA
~ 1j 1 COtlWW W:I1llOK IlDad
Baden. PcnnSYMllia HOOf

RECErVED

APR 21997
Fedelli Communiattions Commillion

OfficeofSeereiary

Ii

Weare writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Economy Elementary PTA to voice our
opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of progrm were
conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV Scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that is include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

IPamela Johnson
Economy Elementary PTA President
Baden, Pennsylvania

No. of Copies rec'd
List ABCDE '------
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- - USA F. PICkETr
1434 Greenbriar Ave., Corona, CA 91720, (909) 735-0993

March 12, 1997
,- I ,'"

{ \ .../

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners: DOCKET FilE COpy ORIGINAl.

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Lincoln Alternative School PTA to voice my opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January
17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infoI1l!ation so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V -chip band oroad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one r3ting sy~tem;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen'be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to CC?mment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

d~Loi.~
Lisa F. Pickett

No. of Copies rec·d'---_I_·_
ListABCDE
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March II, 1997

Chairman Reed HuIMt and FCC Commissicners
c/o Federal Communicatioos Commission
1919 M Street NW Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Olainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

1

I
j
I

1

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 91-34
.

I am writing 00 bebaIfof the National PTA and the Ann Blanche Smith School PTA in Hillsdale,
NJ to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Quair ofthe
TV Rating Implemmtation Group, on January 11, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does
not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demoostrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information
aboutdte content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report,
~ Studi. e.terllloper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for
their~. Parents want to make those c::boices themselves based 00 content infonnation about
the PfOllUl. Any rating system without content descriptions 00 the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
OOquirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask
that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content infonnaticn about
programs such as V (for violence), S(for sexual depietioo and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen,
and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independMt research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to (',()mrnent on an issue so important to children and families.

~m~
Hillsdale, New Jersey V7lo~a-

~ DOIAG-'Lt(-\s D(L.

No. of Copies recld~_I__
UstABCDE
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SUSANM. FALLICO

1604-B Kyaette
&IJess, TX 76040

March 17, 1997 . . . 1I.~l\
~ f'-tf$11 \Jl'\N"~

OJairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners~'
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

Re: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Dear 01airman Hundt and Commissioners:
-

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Wilshire Elementary PTA to voice my opposition to the
V-ehip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, 01air of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does DOt provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys rel~ this fall which demonstrate overwhelming pareot: preference for a rating system that gives
parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies CmterIRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is
best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about
the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

/No. of Copies rac'd
List ABCDE "---

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,
# J.

".ft.uJ0A~1n .~tD
Susan M. Fallico
Euless, Texas



DOCKETFILE COpy ORIGINAL

BEV CLEVELAND
6905 JlICKUM DRIVE

.Brown SlDuldtt, North Carolina, 272~4

March 18, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

REGARDING: CS DOCKET NO 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA to voice my opposition
to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of
the TV Rating Implementation Group. As a parent of two boys, ages
6 and 8, I am very concerned about the presence of violence, sexual
content, and adul t language which is present in many of the so
called "children programming" shows.

Upon review of the recent rating system, I quickly determined that
I was not anymore informed of what to eXPect on a television show
than I had been prior to the rating. In summary, the current
rating simply DOES NOT give enough information regarding the
content of a program. I support the PTA's descriptive content
based rating system of V - Violent Content, S - Sexual Content and
NUdity, and L - Adult Language.

In closing, I want to thank you for the opportunity to voice my
concerns, and hoPe that "it will not be in vain".

Sincerely,

~Ic/!::!£--
President, PTA - General Greene School
Greensboro, NC
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET NO. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing onbe~na1 t'r'fiiii~~:;....~u Wlm::UUIU, lVw,;WPU LV

"Y'Oicc my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide
sufficient content infonnation so that parents can make decisions about what is appropIiate TV
programming for their children. I would prefer a content-based system rather than an age-based system.
I feel the decision as to what my cbild(ren) views on television should be in my bands rather than in the
hands of the TV industry.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industIy's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this age-b8aed system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

... That under no circumstaIiceS should the FCC approve the iDdustry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should acx:ept.no rating system that does not include Content
information about programs such as V (for viole~), S (for sexual depiction and
nudity) and L (for language);

... That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

... That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

... That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

... That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~t1.

No. of Copies rec'd,-~/__
ListABCDE
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March 14,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal CommuDications Commission
Oftice ofthe Secretary
1919 M StRlet NW, Room 222
WulJiDatco, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

u: CS Docket Number 97-55. FCC 97-34

Dear Cbainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RECEIVED
APR 2 1J9]

.~.'. ),' 'flJ''E-~..."~ Federal Go...I ' .. .' . . \1~ ",munu.-
, . fVIl__ ·....,onsComm·

""WI Of88C111aty "'ion

I ..writing (0 voice my opposition to the v-d1ip ratiDa system as prelalted by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV RatiD&
Implementation Group, on Janwuy 1" 1991. The ratiDs symbol OIl the TV ICIeeD does DOt provide sufticient ccateat
informatioa 10 that parents can make deciaicos about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
SUMJY' ftJlcased this mn, conducted by the NatiOIlal PTA, u.s. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CaItcrIRoper, demoastrate overwboImiDa parcatal pI.aIeC for a ratiDs systan that provides iDformatiOIl to para1tS
about the conteut ofprograms. Parents do not WIIIt the TV industry to interpret what is best for their cbildrcn.
Parents want to make those choi~ themselves based OIl prosram content infonnation. Any rating system without
conteot descriptions, both on-screen and publicized in TV scbcduIes, is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to dctermiDe wbetbcr the iDdusay's ratiD& system meets die statutory requiremcDts of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe that this systcm does so, and 1hcrefore request that the FCC
decline to approve the industry rating system as propoeed by the TV RatiD& Implemeatation Group. Instead., I
request the following:

• The FCC should adopt a rating system that includes CODta¢ infonnation about programs such as V (for
violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow pan::nts to receive more than one rating system;

• The rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course ofa program;

• The rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the needs
ofparents. .

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

?rtI pO~ uJ. ~ No. of Copies rec'd r .
~ ~~ liS_IAse_'DE~.
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February, 1997

RITA JACOBS PAGE 64

REceIVED

fAPR 21997
Federal Communications Commission

Office of Secretary

"1·1

(

The1bKxablc ~. Clwry
Federal CoaunuoicatiODl Commission
1919 M Stnet. NW
Washington, Fe 20"4

Commissioner
--"'~=...I~'t--------

We are writins to urp the fedcnJ Communications Commission to hold a public bearing as part
of its review of the television industry's ratings system.

The ~, Association for Family &: Community Education and its affiliate.
~ _ State Association, are grass-roots organizations which

have been a~vely involved in family issues for the past 60 years. We are very concerned that
the family issue ofthe recently implemented television ratings systcm docs not addrcss thc needs
ofparcnt&.

The questions generated by the ~urrcnt ase-based television ratings system deserve a public
hearing. We urge you to hold such a hearing soon on this issuc wbil.':h is so important to families
in Amerita today.

Sincerely.

No. of Copies rec'd
List ABCDE '-----



CARY HIGH SCHOOL PTSA-
638 WALNUT STREET

CARY, NORTH CAROLINA 27511

9' 9/460-3549

March 11, 1997

., \,-... I

Cbainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners u t: COpy onlf\.JllAi
clo Federal Communications Commissi~T FlU;. n1\:1IIW.

1919 M Street NW. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Cbainnan Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

flUfOEIVED

APR 21997
Federal Communicatlons CommiSSion

otrIce of SICI'ItIIY

(

We are writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Cary High School PtSA in Cary, NC to voice our
opposition to the V-ehip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair ofthe TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997.

I. 'The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV progranuning for their children.

2. 'The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. WE do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system.

The Cary High School PTSA requests that:

* Under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V for violence,
S for sexual de.pietion and nudity and L for language

* The FCC require a V-chip band broad enough to allow parents more than one rating system

* The rating icon be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during a
program

* The rating board be independent of tho:: industry and the FCC; and that it include parents

* Any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs of parents

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

~~~~
Barbara and Gary Moore
Cary High School PTSA Co-Presidents
316 Coorsdale Drive
Cary, NC 27511
(919) 460-7475

No. of Copies rec'd
list ~1~Cr.;:; "----



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/0 Feder-d Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

March 1997 DOCKEl FLE COpy ,ORIGlNAL
RECEIVEO

APR 219t7
Federal Communkatlons Commiaaion

OffIce of 81C1'1t1ry

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the?:niJ.W'l '"VrA (local, council, dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, onJanuary 17, 1997.The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and m,rld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by lavv, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of$e Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominendy placed on the screen, and
appear more frequendy during the course of a program;

• ~hat the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

2ffi~~$ '~ I.

~a.~du-J '\ 0-./ NY, ((5/()

No, of Copies rac'd /
l.ilit ABCnE·
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February 1997

The Honorable ~R~e=e.u.d---LJ..HJu.JDu.t.L.·' _

Federal Cornrnmunications Commission
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

COmmissioner_..uH.wu.....O..!&.t _

f1I!eelVSO
APR 21997J

Federal Communiclltlons CommJnion
otrlce of SeClrIfIIy

We are writing to urge the Federal Communications Commission to hold a public
hearing as part of its review of the television industry's rating system.

The National Association for Family and Community Education and its affiliate, North
Carolina Extension Homemakers Association, are grass-roots organizations which pave
been actively involved in family issues for the past 60 years. We are concerned that
the family issue of the recently implemented television rating system does not address
the needs of parents.

The questions generated by the current age-based television rating system deserve a
public hearing. We urge you to hold such a hearing soon on this issue which is so
important to families in America today.

Sincerely,

cc~.L~ I

J

No. of Copies rec'dc.-_I__
ListABCDE
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Federal Communications Commission
Mass Media Bureau
1919 MSt. NW
#314 Washington, DC 20554

Dear Sir:

Mike P, Lorincy
2425 Orchard Drive
Pittsburgh, PA 15241

RECEIVED
APR 2 199]

Federas Ciommun' .
0frIee ot~mm18'lon

""",,\1';',"<,'

~f~,!~~

, .,.-

I am a high school student in Upper St. Clair, Pennsylvania and I am currently

working on a research paper involving the recent debate over the topic ofa TV ratings

system. I would greatly appreciate ifyou could assist me by sending me your opinions and

ideas on this topic, and ifyou could you tell me your view as to the effectiveness ofthe V­

chip. Do you support the V-chip or do feel that a more/less complex device would better

suit the demands ofthe American people at this time? Ifyou are unable to send me

information, I would greatly appreciate it ifyou could please tell me where I could locate

more information on this topic. Thank you very much.

Sincerely yours,

Mike P. Lorincy

No. of Copies reC·d:......-...../ __
List ABCOE --
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February, 1997

The Honorable Rcu;Jv4 Q0 •~
Federal Communications Conunisslon
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

RECEIVED
APR 2 1991

Federa; j'.. ."IImmunlClt/o
Office Of~mmia8ion

Commissioner__~-+- _

We are writing to urge the Federal Communications Commission to hold a public hearing as part
of its review of the television industry's ratings system.

The National Association for Family & Community Education and its affiliate, Missouri State
Association, are grass-roots organizations which have been actively involved in family issues for
the past 60 years. We are very concerned that the family issue ofthe recently implemented
television ratings system does not address the needs ofparents.

The questions generated by the current age-based TV ratings system deserve a public hearing. We
urge you to hold such a hearing soon on this issue which is so important to families in American
today.

Sincerely,

(
No. of Copies rec'd. _
List ABeDi::
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RECEIVED
APR 2,,,,

Fedelll CCHrltnunicltions '.
Office of~ml8llOn

The Honorable~ t'/-, _
Federal Comm~cations Commisslo~
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Conunissioner ((CQ,td~ ~ _
We are writing to urge the Federal Communications Commission to hold a public hearing as part
of its review of the television industry's ratings system.

The National Association for Family & Community Education and its affiliate, Missouri State
Association, are grass-roots organizations which have been actively involved in family issues for
the past 60 years. We are very concerned that the family issue of the recently implemented
television ratings system does not address the needs of parents.

The questions generated by the current age-based TV ratings system deserve a public hearing. We
urge you to hold such a hearing soon on this issue which is so important to families in American
today.

Sincerely,

No. of Copies rec·dL.-_/__
ListABCDE



February, 1997

The Honorable I\Mb fJ O~ ~
Federal Communications Conuniss~
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20554

Commissioner__--""':;.....<..,--""-=---=;1-- _

REceiVED

APR 21997
Federal Commullicltlons Commission

OffIce of S8CI'IIIIy

OOCKET FILE OOPY ORIGiNAl

•

We are writing to urge the Federal Communications Commission to hold a public hearing as part
of its review of the television industry's ratings system.

The National Association for Family & Community Education and its affiliate, Missouri State
Association, are grass-roots organizations which have been actively involved in family issues for
the past 60 years. We are very concerned that the family issue of the recently implemented
television ratings system does not address the needs of parents.

The questions generated by the current age-based TV ratings system deserve a public hearing. We
urge you to hold such a hearing soon on this issue which is so important to families in American
today.

Sincerely,

No. of Copies rec·d_.-;....f__
UstABCDE


